McLuckie, D. Patton, Sheina N. Marshall and C. W. Wardlaw. He collaborated, too, withRobertKidston, the palreobotanist.
Here in Glasgow was carried out that long series of anatomical investigations which culminated in the t.hree-volumes publication "The Ferns" . On the basis of sporangia! structure and arrangement he formulated a system of classification which up to the time of his death had not been improved. His wider interest in the Archegoniatre led to his production of "The Origin of a Land Flora" (1908) and "Primitive Land Plants" (1935) . In these works he shows his skill in marshalling a large mass of evidence, the underlying theme being the development of the sporophyte generation in response to the environmental conditions of existence on land. His book on "Size and Form in Plants" appeared in 1930.
He collaborated with Vines and later with Gwynne-Vaughan in the production of books on practical botany. His elementary text-book, "Botany of the Living Plant", has gone into several editions. His last published book, "Sixty Years of Botany" (1938), gives a vivid and interesting picture of his scientific development and the personalities of those with whom he was associated.
In Glasgow he took up with his accustomed vigour and enthusiasm departmental and university affairs. He was an eloquent and inspiring lecturer. Many of his students will remember the difficulty of keeping up with him when on field excursions. He was an active member of the Senate, but it is said that at meetings when the business did not interest him he would bring out and work at botanical drawings until matters arose which required his attention. He served on the University Court and later held the honorary office of Dean of Faculties. His chief interest outside his botanical work was music. An accomplished 'cello player, he collaborated with a group of his friends at Cambridge in giving public concerts and later took an active part in chamber music in Glasgow. He was an original member of the Scottish Mountaineering Club.
With great foresight he compounded for lifemembership when he was elected fellow of the Royal Society of London in 1891; in 1901 he was awarded the Royal Medal and in 1938 the Darwin Medal. He was awarded the Linnrean Medal of the Linnrean Society in 1901. He delivered the Huxley Memorial Lecture at the Imperial College in 1929.
In 1930 he was president of the British Association ; he had been three times president of its Botanical Section, at Bristol in 1898 , Australia in 1914 , and Oxford in 1926 He was president of the Royal Society of Edinburgh during 1919-24, and was awarded the Neill Prize in 1926.
Among many distinctions and honours he received honorary degrees from the Universities of Cambridge, Glasgow, Dublin, Aberdeen, Sydney and Bristol.
Bower had a brisk and confident manner with cleancut likes and dislikes. These external characteristics tended to alarm some of those whom he met and prevented them from getting to know him more intimately ; but those who got beyond this rather formidable facade found a man who was very charming, a great talker and very good company and always ready to help those in trouble. He had travelled in many lands and met many interesting people, and having a retentive memory was always worth listening to.
He spent a long and strenuous life in the pursuit of his science and lived to receive many honours. At the age of ninety-three his mind was still active and alert and he maintained a keen interest in the progress of botany.
On April 11 he died after a short illness, at Ripon, where he had lived in retirement since 1925.
J. WALTON
The passing of Prof. F. 0. Bower marks the loss to science of a great morphologist whose contribution to the study of the Pteridophyta. not only extended greatly our knowledge of that group in respect to details of development and structure, but whose "Origin of a Land Flora" presented a synthesis of data and a philosophical approach that alike stimulated research and placed our concept of the vascular cryptogams on a different plane. The fact that to-day a discussion on homologous or antithetic alternation of generations would engender little enthusiasm is but one of the many examples in the history of science to show that sincerity of pursuit far transcends the theoretical basis of purpose to which the wealth of co-ordinated data accumulated by this great Victorian bears witness.
But no less is the debt to Prof. Bower which botanical science owes in that he initiated at University College, London, the first practical classes as we now understand them and thus imparted to the teaching of that day a reality that had been sadly wanting. As a former Quain professor in the department where Bower demonstrated, and director of the Institution where in the Jodrell Laboratory he carried out so many of his anatomical and morphological studies, I am glad to pay tribute to his memory. E. J. SALISBURY UP to twenty years ago, the younger botanists of Britain and elsewhere found themselves grateful for the influence of Prof. Bower, then a pillar of British botany, whether they were of his Department or not. Though his own main researches were morphological, he showed a keen interest in other aspects of botanical science, especially when they were being expounded to him by a member of a younger generation-for then, as now, the science of botany was expanding and developing along new channels away from the old systematics and formal morphology. At times Bower deplored the tendency of the younger botanists to follow the paths of physiology, mycology and genetics; but mainly, I believe, because he suspected that his own field of morphology, and especially cryptogamic morphology, might consequently suffer. But such was Bower's loyalty to the progress of botany as a whole that he soon became imbued with enthusiasm when discussing the problems of younger botanists whose interests lay with the newer branches of the subject.
To capture Prof. Bower's interests in anything, whether it were plant physiology or chamber music, was to enter into an inspiring conversation which always left its mark. Yet the great Bower never wasted his time with any botanist whose work he suspected as not being first-rate. His influence on
